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arguments against the mission as if they were his own. The Com-
munist campaign was therefore contagious, and many a non-
Communist paper eventually aligned itself against the mission.

Most unfortunately Dr. Millspaugh's work, despite its accom-
plishments, appeared as a series of clashes with the Iranians rather
than harmonious co-operation. Millspaugh was inclined to reply
vigorously to any unjust or unfair attack and to present ultimata and
resignations. The press not infrequently carried his statements and
open letters, which were couched in a somewhat warlike style. These
statements contained denials of false rumors, preachings, and ad-
monishments. There is no doubt that they were correct as far as the
facts were concerned and that occasionally deliberate lies of the
hostile press necessitated denial. But in some cases they appeared as
expressions of bad temper and annoyance. Whether it would not
have been more diplomatic to avoid certain controversies is open to
question. What was perhaps more important was the fact that Mills-
paugh's relations with Iranian cabinet ministers were not invariably
good. Basic divergence existed regarding the extent of his full powers.
Millspaugh was ambitious to accomplish positive results in his work
and needed uncontested authority in many fields. He clashed, there-
fore, with the personal ambitions or prestige of some of the ministers.
These, instead of supporting him as an ally of their government,
augmented the ranks of the critics and contributed to the growing
mood of hostility toward the mission.

Nor could Millspaugh himself be said always to have proceeded
with necessary care. In October, 1944, a quarrel arose between him
and Abol Hasan Ebtehaj, Governor of the National Bank. It led
Millspaugh to take unprecedented action: he addressed a letter to
Ebtehaj dismissing him from his high post, and he simultaneously
informed the banks in Iran and abroad not to honor the Governor's
signature. Ebtehaj refused to vacate his position stating that Mills-
paugh had no right to dismiss him. The American, on the other
hand, stubbornly insisted on his alleged prerogative. The govern-
ment took Ebtehaj's side, and the Prime Minister refused to remove
him from his position.

Even if Millspaugh had legal authority for his action, it is obvious
that he acted in utter disregard of the psychological factors involved.
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